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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Amendment A 5 submitted as Paper No. 7 on April 28, 2000, has been entered. The 
specification has been amended as requested. Claims 1 and 1 1 have been amended, while claim 9 
has been cancelled. The pending claims are 1-8 and 10-17. 

2. Said amendment is sufficient to withdraw the objections to the specification, as set forth in 
sections 1 and 2 of the last Office Action. Additionally, Amendment A is sufficient to withdraw 
the 112, 2nd rejections of claims 1 and 9, as set forth in sections 4-6 of the last Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

4. Claims 1, 3, 4, and 11-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over EP 702 
929 issued to Kerr (EP Kerr) in view of US 5,968,631 issued to Kerr (Kerr '631). A discussion 
of the EP Kerr reference with regard to Applicant's claims can be found in the last Office Action, 
section 9. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, and 11-13 were previously rejected under 102/103 by the EP Ken- 
reference. The changes to the claims made in Amendment A were made to overcome the 1 12 
issues, rather than to distinguish the present invention from the cited prior art. Applicant argued 
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the 102/103 rejection by asserting that the "mere mention of a nonwoven does not rise to the level 
of anticipation, particularly where the specifically claimed substrate must exhibit certain functional 
aspects not even alluded to within the cited prior art reference" (Amendment A, page 5, lines 14- 
17). The Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's argument. 

EP Kerr clearly teaches the carrier layer may be a woven or nonwoven fabric (page 3, 
lines 39-41). (It is noted that Applicant is erroneous in asserting that EP Kerr also teaches "knit, 
etc." carrier layers.) It is not necessary for the EP Kerr reference to exemplify a nonwoven carrier 
layer in order to anticipate Applicant's claims. It is also noted that EP Kerr does not exemplify 
any kind of carrier layer, but rather only exemplifies the rubber backing. 

Applicant also argues that EP Kerr does not teach the specifics of the claimed nonwoven. 
The Examiner concedes that EP Kerr is silent with respect to the specific limitations claimed in 
independent claims 1 and 1 1 (that the nonwoven substrate possesses a heat shrinkage factor 
ranging from 2.0 to 2.5%) and dependent claims 3, 4, 12, and 13 (the nonwoven substrate is of 
natural or synthetic fibers selected from the group consisting of polyester, nylon, polypropylene, 
cotton, and blends thereof). Thus, the 102 rejection is hereby withdrawn. However, it is asserted 
that said limitations are obvious over the cited EP Kerr reference. 

EP Kerr merely teaches that the carrier layer is "of [a] suitable material" (page 3, line 40). 
Without a specific teaching as to what materials are "suitable," one of ordinary skill would look to 
the prior art. For example, Kerr '631 teaches a woven or nonwoven carrier layer of 
polypropylene (col. 3, lines 8-10). Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art to use a known polypropylene nonwoven material for the carrier layer, as is taught by Kerr 
'631, wherein one of ordinary skill is motivated by the teachings of EP Kerr to choose a "suitable- 
material for said nonwoven carrier layer and by the teaching by Kerr '613 that a polypropylene 
nonwoven is a "preferred" carrier layer material. 

Additionally, it is argued that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to choose a nonwoven carrier layer substrate with the claimed heat shrinkage factor. Motivation 
to do so would be to prevent differential shrinkage between the carrier layer and the rubber 
backing. It was previously asserted that the rubber backing of EP Kerr inherently meets 
Applicant's limitation to the backing having a heat shrinkage factor of 2.0 to 2.5%. (It is noted 
that Applicant has not traversed this inherency argument). Thus, it would have been obvious to 
one skilled in the art to choose a nonwoven substrate having a shrinkage factor equivalent to the 
shrinkage factor of the rubber backing, which, in this case, is a range of 2.0 to 2.5%, in order to 
prevent differential shrinkage between the rubber backing and the nonwoven carrier layer upon 
heating during curing of said rubber backing and/or during laundering of the floor mat. 
Therefore, claims 1, 3, 4, and 1 1-13 are rejected as being obvious over the cited prior art. 
5. Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the cited EP Ken- 
patent in view of the cited Kerr '631, as applied to claim 1 above, and in further view of WO 
96/38298 issued to Burke et al. A discussion of the cited art with regard to Applicant's claim 
limitations can be found in section 1 1 of the last Office Action. 
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6. Claims 6, 7, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
the cited EP Kerr patent in view of the cited Kerr '631, as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 above, and 
in further view of US Patent 4,820,566 issued to Heine et al. A discussion of the cited art with 
regard to Applicant's claim limitations can be found in section 12 of the last Office Action. 

7. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over the cited EP Kerr patent, in 
view of Kerr '631, as applied to claim 1 above. A discussion of the cited EP Kerr reference with 
regard to the limitation of claim 10 can be found in the last Office Action, section 10. 

8. Claims 5 and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the cited 
EP Kerr patent in view of the cited Kerr '631, as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 above, and in further 
view of the cited Heine patent and US Patent 5,906,877 issued to Popper et al. A discussion of 
the cited art with regard to Applicant's claim limitations can be found in section 13 of the last 
Office Action. 

9. Claims 8 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the cited 
EP Kerr patent in view of the cited Kerr '63 1 , as applied to claims 1 and 1 1 above, and in further 
view of US Patent 4,722,954 issued to Hallworth. A discussion of the cited art with regard to 
Applicant's claim limitations can be found in section 14 of the last Office Action. 

10. Applicant's traversal of the rejections of dependent claims 2, 5-8, 10, and 14-17 is based 
upon the traversal of EP Kerr as a primary reference. Thus, said dependent claims are now 
rejected based upon the arguments set forth in the rejections of claims 1 and 1 1 as being obvious 
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over EP Kerr and Kerr '613 and based upon the individual arguments of the secondary art, as set 
forth in sections 10-14 of the last Office Action. 



Conclusion 

1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Cheryl Juska whose telephone number is (703) 305-4472. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Terrel Morris, can be 
reached at (703) 308-2414. Fax numbers for this Group are (703) 305-3601 and (703) 305-7718. 
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